114 Christopher Street. Apt. 15 
New York, II. Y. 

October 5, 1975 



Mr. Harold Vlelsberg 
Old Receiver 
Frederick, Maryland 

Dear Li*. Feisberg: 

Enclosed is a copy of a Detailed Anal^ls of the Trarap Photographs . 

The pictures referred to appear in COUl? b’ETtVT III AI.IERICA by Itiike 
Canfield and A.J. Yleberraan. 

I an a friend of the authors. My training and expertise have been 
in the field of photoanalysis: Istudied medicine for three years 

and was in the top ten percent of ray class overall. On the National 
Board of Lledical Examiners Fart l(exara) I v;as in the top tv;o percent 
in anatony. For a five month period I v;as employed to do analysis 
of electronraicrographs of the retina and the effects of cryosurgery. 

I am also a member of MENSA since 1965. 

Electronnlcrograph interpretation involves the most careful attention 
to details for in an entire photograph a detail may appear just once 
and if one is involved in research experiments on the material that 
he is looking at he may not know what to osi)ect i.e. there may be 
things present that he previously was unaware of. So one must be 
thorough and exact. The photos in Coup D'etat received such attention 
in the enclosed photoanalysis. I hope you find the anaysis useful. 

In regardto photo doctoring and ‘'blurring" of the photos: I would 

like to call* your attention to an article unrelated to the assassination 
in the National Enquirer Oct 7, 1975 by Ken Potter and Edv;ard Sigall 
about Kissinger in which they state they"blurred" the photo reproduced 
in their article (incidentally- published in entirety in an Italian 
publication). You can note how subtle the "blurring" v/as. Concerning 
the overlays in Coup D‘etat please note: Distance between facial 

features i.e. between the tip of the nose to the ear, between mouth 
and nose and ear remain relatively constant for individuals in the 
age group of the"tramps"— 30— 40 yrs. old. These distances are different 
for each individual and are as unique as a fingerprint. Overlays 
are acceptableln a court of law forsuch things as bank robberies etc. 

It is my* opinion that the Sturgis overlay is acceptable court evidence 
but the Hunt overlay may not be-merely because the photo is doctored. 

But the featTores of Hunt line up on the overlay nevertheless. 

I T/ould appreciate hearing from you at your earliest convenience 
if you would be so kind. 

Sincerely yoi^s, 

William H. Depperman 









Detailed Aiialyals of the 
Trar.ip Photor'rapha 



This section is intended to clarify whore those photos liave hoen 
doctored* In certain photos tho doctoring is clear and unmistakable j 
in other areas the presence of doctoring is more tenuous. The 
reader is asked to srnmnon all iiis powers of obsei-vation and not to 
simply take this interpretation as an absolute. Indeed this lias 
been one of the failvires of the investigations of all political 
assassinations in those United States l.e* the people liave previously 
never had the facts and evidence at their fingertips so tliat they 
might be able to come to their own conclusion. 

It mlgiit be mentioned at the outset that all tramp photos that liave 
appeared in the media and that appear herein although made by three 
separate legitimate newspaper photographers strangely enough passed 
through the hands of one. Richard Sprague. One of, those newspapermen. 
Jack Beers died of a "heart attack" two weeks after Dick Gregory 
started attracting the media's attention v;ith these pictures in 
early 1975. Row we understand that Richard Sprague is moving to 
hunlch, Germany. Gei’many has been regarded according to some pre- 
vious CIA employees as a far outpost, tho boondocks, for CIA per- 
sonnel who get in trouble domestically or fail to perform their job 
correctly. 

Since the interpretation of these photographs depends much on know- 
ing the anatomy of tho huxian ear an illustration is providod below 
with appri^r3fl.te labeling. 




The pictures are numbered from PI to P7 and vrere taken in that 
sequence. 

P i (p.204) This is a frontal shot of the "Osv/ald tramp marching 
past the TSBD's cyclone fence. The original photographer was George 
Smith of the Fort V/orth Star Telegram . In this picture the viewer 
can make out a very close resemblance between this tran^j and Leo Harvey 
Oswald on the adjacent page. Only the edge of the older bum's hat 
is seen here because his face is eclipsed by the face of the "Oswald" 
tramp. The entire picture is "blurred" which is curious in that it 
v;as taken by a professional photographer most probably with an expen- 
sive camera and high quality film. If this picture was doctored it 
was probably by light aii'brushlng of the entire photograph. 
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P 5 ( blow- up p. 20G) Thi!3 a(rain is a photoci’anh of thn "03\/ald" 
tranip taken by V.'llllain Allen of tJio Dallas Tlraos Korald. Acain v/o 
are pi’oconted v;ith a somewhat ''blurred" photocraph. 'rho texture 
of the skin In the left ear area is somewhat strance and thero is 
an indistinct hazy dark linear area which seems to surround the 
anterior half of the left oar. The outlines of the helix and anti- 
helix are unclear, Tiiis is not the case when wo observe tho ears of 
the law enforcement officoro(both belilnd and in front of this "Osvrald" 
biun) from the same picture on page 215. V/e can make out tho oar 
outlines a little better on the policeman, Tho differences hero 
fall into tho subtle category obviousl;/. On the adjacent pago £07 
\iQ arc presented with a composite sketch of . i-'-ai-tln Luthor King's 
killer. The similarity betvmon it and the photo just described is 
frlglitcning. . • 

P 2 (p. 200) This is a partial profile of the three bums as tho 3 '’ 
amble along in front of the masonry facade of tho TSBD, Photographer' 
Jack Boors of tlie Dallas Horning Hows toolc tho original. picture. 

Thl.s plcturo presents agood profile of the"Sturgls" bum and is used 
to compare with tho known photo of V/atergater Frank Stiirgis. The 
reader is requested to pay close attention to tho ear and nose 
matchun \'rlth the overlay provided with this book. Evidently the 
porsoms) who doctored the photos neglected to ciiange the oars on 
tho"Sturgls" tramp. Tho reason for this ma 7 /’ have boon that tills 
tramp v/as too near the camera and center of focus and tliat any 
touching on tho ear would be far more easily noticed than somo to 
be described below. In addition tho Agency majr have felt that I-’rank's 
connections to tlie agency could bo later denlod(soe bolow and Hike 
Canfield's Sturgis Interview), . . 

This may or ru'.y not bo the case v/ith tho other two tramps in this 
picture. Th.o riglit cars of both the '•'Ir^nt" and "Osw'ald"' tr.'imi's have 
in common what seems to be a peculiar characteristic. The uiiterior 
edge of tho hrllx seems to be interrupted as i.t roach.es it.?, most 
superior vo.ir.t. .Vo this a cliango in shape of the helix appears 

to take nla.ee. Thi.? is to make the cuggeEtion that botl; of those 
b-i.uis' ears may have been deleted and ren.lacod T;ith another car ivith 
simil-u.’ lightin.g conditions. In addition, Hlko Canfield has noted 
on a 12 inch glossy blow-up of the "Hur/o" tramp's oar that the broad 
vhito lU’oa reprosontlng tho anti-helix overlaps the helix nd moves 
dov.-n .?nd off the ear and onto tho side of the head, '.‘•ills suggests 
tln.t somoono ria-* have boon, trying to omphasize ti.’O prom3.nGr.co of 
the .••.nti-hel3.x of this newly replaced "Hunt'' tramp's oar. (Kov.-ard 
hunt ha.5 r. concave our vrith a more rocossod anti-helix). Glossy' 
photographs and bloiv-uns arc necessary to demonstrate those findings. 
Obviously, a, Icgitimato full-scale congressional investigation would 
holp_rosolvo this r.’ntter. 

F 3 (p, 211) This is a moro frontal shot of the three bums talcen 
in front of the TSBD by Jack Beors( mentioned above). Let us con- 
sider the bums in order of appearance: The "Oswald" bum's face is 
much cloaror hero than in PI. Ono caiuiot say tiiat tho oar hoi’o has 
been doctorod for sure but there is a line that extends from the 
posterior odge of tho sldoburn( anterior to tho ear) down across 
the postei’ior part of tho mandiblo and onto the neck area, Vdien 
wo refer back to the blow-up of P5 previously described and look 
at this area again a similar lino does not appear in tho same exact 
place, \diat we observe is a line that mox’o or 3.ess dotermlnss the 
end of the mandible. The lino mentioned in ?3 does not appear to be 
simply tho posterior edge of the jaw becauseiu Isanterlor to tliat 
part of his anatomy, 'w hether tlois i s an ef fect of doctorl nrr where 









tliG oar has been replaced or Is sinply a line in the face (or artifact) 
will be left to tne reader to c 'clde* Tills niay be a r;ood time to 
point out^ the fact tl\at both thr. "Oswald" and‘ '•SturGis" biuna are 
wearing wnat appears to be the same nialce of golf sliirt. Golf shirt? 

The "Sturgis" tramp’s photo does not appear to be doctored but then 
again the CIA nay liave felt tliat Prank’s disguise i.e. the liair 
dyeiirg and consequent drying of the hair plus parting it on the 




, n ra-r r,-r, ^ People who called their 

local rBI or CIA olfice could then rofer to the document in denying 
his association v:ith the Agency. 

l‘hc third bun is tho "Hunt" bum, llis photo is tho most suspicious ~ 
of the three. In the first ulace ho is closing Ms oyes and naking 
a frown. Both of these iiii'.nouvors are .pxarantoed to- distort tho nor- 
nal facial contours and make recognition difficult. Tho photo is, 
in addition, hoavil;r "blurred". The blow-up on cage 21G confii'ns 
the "blurred" effect, '..lien we look b: ch at P3 and regard tho face 
and hand of tho woman holding iior noso to the left of the "Sturgis" 
tramp we notice that her image is much less "blurred". Tills is 
nontioned because she is posterior to the "Hiuit" tranc and vfould 
ba expected to be more out of focus, ^he is not. This" is a fairly 
strong case for airbrushing. V/hon v/e look at the blov/-up and check 
out the hairline of this "Hunt" bun it seems disturbed by a lighter 
area that extends bacl-amrds to above tho loft ear. Both above and 
below that <area the hair is dark. This is not a normal chysiologlcal 
variant but is tho pattern that we arc left to work with. It might 
represent a strange pattern of patch albinism, hair dyolng, regrovrbh 
from a condition Iniown as alopecia arorta, or photo doctoring done 
in ordor to chango the original hairline or hai !• color. Heplacomont 
of the loft ear would be much easier if fche outlines of tho face 
were smudged by an air brush as they are here. ..'o also nol-e tit.at 
the II eft car in tho blow-up on page 216 (Fo) does not .-.titcl., I.ho right 
ear do scribed above in P2, The right ear above has a heavily "erg^lia- 
sized" tragus-anti tragus conbir.atlon(nlssing fron tho loft ear on 
page 216) and is convex, sporting a prominent antihelix, v/hereas the 
ear on page 216 is concave. The possibility of tvio entirely different 
ears like tMs appearing nornally on a person's head is almost out _ 
of the question. The CIA would probably not doctor just one of the 
ears(doctorlng of tho riglit ear is demonstpMed in P2 and the P6 Mow» 
ups on page 217 and 225-wMch see). Therefore oven though the ear 
replacement is not as easily demonstrated in P3 because of the heavy 
airbrushing it is nevertheless likely to be present, 

P4 (p, 212) This shot of the three ti’amps vt^.s also tn.kcn by Jack 
Boors ns tho traaips walked by the intersection of Houston and Elm 
Streets . First lot 't be siotod that the I'-icture is distinguished 
by its overall clarity until v;c roach the third bvua. After observing 
the smudged countmv>nco of tho "Hunt" bum consider tho much clearer 
free of the na.-‘. v/lth tho dark glasses appovaring over tho shoulder 
of tho police office!’. This mnn is further back and is in better 
focus t'l- n tho "Ihint" tramp. TMs too is strong evidcnco to support 
our contention of Airbrusb nso. This "ihuit" tramp again is making a 
fpcc and sooms to bo squinting undoubtedly to distort his face for 
the camera. Tiic other tv;o trai:ns do not chai’.go their facial ex- 
pressions to this degree. Hunt mny have boer. tho most v;orriod. The 
fact that he actuall;/ ’.-.'as apprehended may have been enough to evoke 
every trick in Ms arsenal of disg-uiso. 

Ihc C'S’.;ald" tramp appears in this 'lioto and tho only coriiiaontl made is 
that the ear may have boon aii'OX'ushed since the foatui’es 
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Tho picture of the "Sturcis" trarip is differeiit from all the other 
pictures of iiim in tiiat the v;lnd has oloTm his liair back to v;hat vras 
probably its noiuial position, ioG. Sturcis parts his hair on the left. 
If one parts Ills lialr on the side opposite to that he nornially pai’ts 
it on there is a great tendency for the iiair to return to its normal 
position. A little bit later in P5 the "Stui’gls" tramp has his hair 
back on tho side it v;as supposed to be for liis mission. Obviously 
he has brushed Ills hair back to the left vrlth his hand. His liair 
looks so iraich more messed un on this side because it is ill at ease. 



P 5 (p. 213) This picture of the three buns v;as taken by V/illiam 
Allen of the Dallas Times herald and presents one of the most clear 
cut cases of doctoring. The blown up picture of the ’’Oswald" tramp 
was commented on above. The "Sturgis" tramp covers all but part of 
the face and hat of the "Hunt" bum. But v/hen we look more closely 
at this face area of the "Hunt" tramp as it looms over the shoulder 
of the "Sturgis" tramp and then refer to the blow-up of this area on 
p. 216 and p. 218 we see two rectangles of liglxt connected together 
at the top and bottom by two smaller bridges of light. One of these 
rectangles blocks out the face of tho "Hunt" trau^ but allows the 
border of the face to appear in the photograph save for the two 
bridges of light connecting the first rectangle to the other rect- 
angle that appears to the right side of the face. The bridges 
serve as continuity for what is obviously meant to bo interpreted 
by the unaware observer as a glare of light due to "reflections . 

Tills idea was followed up by the person! sT v/ho did the doctoring 
to include "added" glare marks of various shapes and sizes scattered 
over the "Sturgis" tramps 's face, forehead and liair. This is entirely 
an minatural effect and virtually ujiobtainable in the outdoors by 
scattered reflections. All glare marks on the face v;ould have to 
be 1. either directed or reflected from parallel surfaces to be hitting 
the face at once as they are here r or 2. focused byanatural or man 
made formation or object. The likelihood of either of these events 
happening is statisically insignificant and consequently Improbable. 




bco*'* r'Oi'O Gviclori’b sisill* 01*0 ^ a.:? 

sid'^riii'^ all the altornatlves jnet described - all ^the alternatives 
e-copt f03’ alrbrushlii'-,. It is tho Iroxiblo opinion ol this in^orr-'etei 
thnt^it is somew'iat harder to identify tho subtle nircrusli than 
that it 10 .loctorlng, such as the CIA usod in this photo. 

be uJ-timatoly detected, as they have been. 



the biui;'.lod attc; :i- 
Both, however, may 



of the 
BtrectJ 



1 6 (r.:"14) Tliis is another photograph by ..llliam 
Dalles Tires Herald as the bums crossed Houston and r.ln 
Tliis picture contains one of tho most heavily doctored pnotos oi 
t5'G "limit" tx-amn. r’irst let us consider tJio tramps in seciuonpe. ho 
"bs-ald" tramn is presented in Ms only head-on appearance, ne looks 
do'-n, thereby' not allowing us a renresontative r.icxure from^tne 
front. It is ouitc possibly a conscious ma.nouver on his ' 

"Sturgis" tramp has difficulty in controlling 
to blow back to its normal position on. the jr-igi^ 



side of his head. 
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Ho too is loolclnc; do’ivn. The shot of the "St.urgis" ti’arip is doctored 
b;,' a prococs siriilax’ to airbi'ushinc. - The process is, however, done 
entirely by hand with a bruah(s) a.nd c^ves a more nottled texture to 
the surfaces to wliich it is applied than the sinple smudging and loss 
of detail obtained by alrbrusliing. It is somov/liat of a "pointilistic" 
technique but hardly renliilscGnt of the French school e.g. Serat. 

This process is most readily observable on the blow-ups of the ''H\int‘' 
tramp on pages 217 and 225 whore it is soon over the left side of 
the face. One can see tills "mottling" to begin inslduously from 
tho rlglit forehead imder liis hat and sv;ooping in an arch which cuts 
through tho medial side of tho rigiit oyebrov; then extending down 
over the bridge of the nose, sv/inging left sparing most of the nose 
(exceiit for the left side of the tip of the nose), descending again 
to cover the pMltruxi(tordered area* directly below the septum of tho 
nose) and then descending over the lips, chin and finally onto tho 
neck where it ends. The area to the left of this line just described 
is all done in thls"mottled" texture. Tho left side of the face of 
the "Sturgis" tran^ also has tMs "mottled appearance on glossy photos 
and in blov/-ups such as have appeared in the Holling Stone magazine 
and tho underground newspapers such as the Yipster Times but is not 
evident on tho P6 photo tiecause it is too small. 



Tho reader may vroll ask himsolf as did tills interpreter"V/hy do they go 
to all this trouble?" The ans’.ver lies in the attempt to delete the 
left car and to change the shape of the face making it appear fuller 
on tho left side and Indeed squaror(Some people believe this photo 
was doctored to make it appear like Fred Lee Chrisman, a^ convenient 
and oxpenda.ble riglit v;ingor from tho V/est Coast). In tnis picture 
of tho"Hunt" bum on page 223 one can see a light area that supposedly 
renresents the TSBD wall to the left of the face. But v/lien one stops 
and looks carefully it is clear that tiias is brushwork. Bad brushwork. 

In fact, tho brushwork extends onto the left side of 'Hunt tramp's 
face for about one-eighth to tliree-sixteenths of an inch covering 
almost half of the border of the left side of the face. Off to the ^ 
left of the face one can obsei’ve where the heavy handed CIA artist 
has looped off tho tops of two bushes growing against the TSBD wall in 
the backround. The reason for the presence of tMs brushv/ork was to 
completely cover the left ear. This was accomplished but most likely 
before they reaJ-lzed that they would attempt to v/iden the i®it side 
of the face. Thev used tMs "mottling" process to widen the face as 
v;ell as using it to cover up the facial features. The mottling done 
on the left side of tho "Sturgis" tramp's face v;as probably done because 
sunlight hits both of their faces from the same direction and one would 
exweet the color of the face to be similar. The "Sturgis" crane's 
face liad to have the same color but nov; it lias the same texture as 
well. The left side of the "Hunt" tramp's mouth is brought in and 
artificially shortened. 

On the rlglit side of tho "Hunt" bum's face there is what might be 
described as "white out"-another form or cleaning out unwanted ident- 
ifying facial features. The process may involve simply heavy use o 
the airbrush. In addJ.tion, the right ear has had a job ^ 

wliicn may represent a conibination of heavy air crush and sMdow out . 
Those shadov/s belov; the hat have an outline not appearing to 
sistent with what supposedly created them namely the brim 
If the reader will follow the shadow of tne brim of the liat 
forehead posteriorly he \vill notice how it suddenly lor no reason 






6 






-.iix: 






It then pnocoeds bcclaYai’ds 
charactei'istics of tho ear. 
can 
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much as in the olov; 
so much in shadov/ th. 
on pace 225. 



the niajoi'ity of identifying 
us v;oan oui’ hats above our 
traiiip's oars v'-ero probably sticking out as 
up on page 216 and v/ero not probably nearly 
t v;as lGgitir.;atoly present in the picture 



to cover 
i -o st of 

1 1 . 



The df.rlc area to the irxaodia.to right of the face is the "Sturgis” 
trarap's loft shoulder. A little help could make tho shoulder coeig 
out a little E:oro and rive that face a seuarer shape. It could 
mice it look more like r'rcd Lee Chrisman whose photo ai^pears on 
page 222. On page 226 approximately one euartor of an inch from 
the bottom of the photo of the "Hunt" bum there is an unexplained 
change of direction of the shouldez’-arn area as it "crosses" the 
right side of the "Hunt" tramp's face. The area of shoulder above 
tills lower nuarter inch may ropresont some o.ddod CIA muscle. It 
is true th; t the "Sturgis" traiup's left shoulder docs not quite 
look like the rlglit shoulder. It seems a littlo bit v.'lder porha.ps 
?.nd does not have tho same shape as the riglit side. The "Oswald" 
bum's shoulders a.ro more consistent in shape. Since both of these 
tramps are facing in tho same direction they should have r.iore or 
loss a similar distribution of shadoves on their jackets. We can 
make out the details on the left side of the "Osivald" tramp's jacket 
better than we can make out the details on the left side of the 
"Sturgis" trarap's jacket. In fact, there are no details at all 
above the point whore tho "Osivald" bum's left shoulder cuts across 
tho front of tho "Sturgis" tramp's jacket. 



Even after going to all this trouble tke CIA has failed. Overlays 
which arc accepted as cvldonco in court scorn to have x'Ofiched out 
and snared Everett Howard Hunt and Erank Sturgis. See pago 223. 



P 7 (p. 215) Tills photo was taken by V/illiam Allen as the bums 
noared the Sheriff's office. It contains heavy readily observable 
doctoring. Taking tho bums in sequence: the "Oswald" bura is 
t ramping along v;ith Ills familiar grim mean expression. V/ait a 
minute. Look at his ri^iit ear. It seems to have two helices with 
different shadowing looking al.niost like a localised double exposure. 
Having two helices is a whysical impossibility, especially v;ith 
differently shaded scaphal shadows. "The "Sturgis" tramp has a 
degree of "mottling" on the left side of his ft'ce bit when checking 
over his loft shoulder v;e see a lot more. A brushstroke covers the 
face of the "Hunt" tramp and extends onto tho face of the "Sturgis" 
tramp. Tills is to say somebody painted across two different people's 
faces and they want the people of the United States to believe that 
those pictures are merely inconsequential items. 



And so concludes this photoanalysis. It is hoped that this will 
lead the reader into a careful and thoughtful examination of 
these plctiu’es. 



Revised 9/30/75 




r* 




to 

H 






« -P 
CO 
<D 
ft 

p, 0 ) • 

o ^ 

p ft • 
o 
• -P 
^ Oi 

^ ^ U 
gJ ^ O 
•H O JH 
H 

H ^ 
•H rH <D 

^ i-< 



J 



SNRSRKKXSK^QSS^ 



